This electronic supplement includes tables with error values and figures that are supportive to discussions of the main text of the article. Tables   Table S1 . Determination of the best fitting dip angles assigned to the various fault segment derived from the inversion of the GPS and InSAR data with constraints on surface fault slip obtained from the SPOT measurements. We performed a grid search by varying dip angles systematically between 55°a nd 75° with 5° steps. Segments are numbered from west to east and models are ordered according to the quality of the fit to the GPS and inSAR data. The dip of segments 1 and 2 are kept the same since their strike directions are very similar. Table S2 . Determination of the best fitting dip angles assigned to the various fault segment derived from the inversion of the GPS and InSAR data with constraints on surface fault slip obtained from the SPOT measurements. We performed a grid search by varying dip angles systematically between 55°a nd 75° with 5° steps. Segments are numbered from west to east and models are ordered according to the quality of the fit to the GPS and inSAR data. The dip of segments 1 and 2 are kept the same since their strike directions are very similar. Figure S1 . Test of the mutual consistency of the displacement fields derived from the crosscorrelation of images 1 and 2; images 2 and 3, and images 1 and 3. 
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